
Comments Response 

 

 

Hunewill-R1: Water Board staff met with some BRO members on 
March 12, 2012, and on May 31, 2012, and discussed BRO 
concerns. At those meetings, mutually agreeable changes were 
made to the proposed grazing waiver, showing that this process 
has been collaborative. 

Hunewill-R2: There are no annual fees proposed for the grazing 
waiver at this time. However, the State Water Resources Control 
Board may in the future require that fees be paid for grazing 
waivers.  
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Hunewill-R3: The proposed grazing waiver acknowledges in 
Finding 6 that BMP implementation is in its initial phase that it will 
likely take a substantial amount of time and effort to fully 
implement, adapt, and evaluate the beneficial effects of 
management practice implementation.   

Hunewill-R4: Table 1 has been removed from the proposed 
waiver and has been replaced with text developed in collaboration 
with BRO members during a May 31, 2012 meeting with Water 
Board staff. 

Hunewill-R5: The season of use, number of livestock, grazing 
system to be used, etc. are determined solely by the enrollee, not 
by the Water Board.  The proposed grazing waiver requires that 
each enrollee address how it is protecting or enhancing water 
quality with respect to managing its operations. Exact livestock 
numbers and type are not needed for the explanation. 

Hunewill-R6: Under California Water Code section 13269, one of 
the key advantages of a waiver to Waste Discharge 
Requirements (WDRs) versus WDRs is the flexibility to choose 
either “individual, group, or watershed-based monitoring.”  
Monitoring under WDRs must be done by the individual 
Discharger.  The waiver language in section 1.6. allows the 
choice to monitor in cooperation as a group doing watershed-
based monitoring. 
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Hunewill-R7: Data at the outlet of Bridgeport reservoir is from the 
publication:  USGS. 2004. Water-Quality Data for Selected 
Stream Sites in Bridgeport Valley, Mono County, California,  April 
2000 to June 2003 which reports typically low single digit or zero 
concentrations for fecal coliform.  Given that much higher 
concentrations of fecal coliform are commonly discharged from 
local surface waters in to the reservoir, particularly during the 
summer season, fecal coliform concentrations must be attenuated 
within the reservoir, probably via a number of mechanisms such 
as settling, natural die-off, predation, and ultraviolet light 
exposure. What is not known is how long it takes for the 
discharged fecal coliform concentrations to attenuate, nor the 
physical distribution of fecal coliform within the reservoir prior to 
full attenuation.  Recreational users within the reservoir may be 
exposed to some fecal coliform prior to those fecal coliform 
concentrations attenuating. 


